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helping each and every American live a
safer and more prosperous life.

Our tasks here in Congress should be
straightforward. First, we need to raise
the debt ceiling so we can continue to
pay our bills and maintain the full
faith and credit of the U.S. Govern-
ment. Second, we need to keep the Fed-
eral Government open for business and
keep the Federal workers on their jobs.
Third, we need to negotiate a com-
prehensive budget deal that replaces
sequestration—a budget that main-
tains critical Federal investments
while spreading the burden of deficit
reduction in a fair way and holding
Federal workers and their families
harmless after subjecting them to so
much hardship over the past several
months and years. Fourth, we need to
reauthorize the Export-Import Bank, a
bank that helps us with a level playing
field on international commerce, par-
ticularly with small companies, and we
must reauthorize our surface transpor-
tation program on a 6-year reauthor-
ization. You can’t do a major highway,
bridge, or transit program with a Fed-
eral partner that gives only a couple
months of commitment. We need to
have a multi-year transportation reau-
thorization passed.

Heretofore, one of the greatest at-
tributes of the American character has
been pragmatism. We can acknowledge
and respect our differences, but at the
end of the day the American people
have entrusted us with governing. That
means being pragmatic, sitting down,
listening to each other, compromising,
and providing policies that will stand
the test of time. Let us do our job on
behalf of all Americans.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, morning business is
closed.

———

CYBERSECURITY INFORMATION
SHARING ACT OF 2015

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 7564, which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 754) to improve cybersecurity in
the United States through enhanced sharing
of information about cybersecurity threats,
and for other purposes.

Pending:

Burr/Feinstein amendment No. 2716, in the
nature of a substitute.
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Burr (for Cotton) modified amendment No.
2681 (to amendment No. 2716), to exempt
from the capability and process within the
Department of Homeland Security commu-
nication between a private entity and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the
United States Secret Service regarding cy-
bersecurity threats.

Feinstein (for Coons) modified amendment
No. 2552 (to amendment No. 2716), to modify
section 5 to require DHS to review all cyber
threat indicators and countermeasures in
order to remove certain personal informa-
tion.

Burr (for Flake/Franken) amendment No.
25682 (to amendment No. 2716), to terminate
the provisions of the Act after six years.

Feinstein (for Franken) modified amend-
ment No. 2612 (to amendment No. 2716), to
improve the definitions of cybersecurity
threat and cyber threat indicator.

Burr (for Heller) modified amendment No.
2548 (to amendment No. 2716), to protect in-
formation that is reasonably believed to be
personal information or information that
identifies a specific person.

Feinstein (for Leahy) modified amendment
No. 2587 (to amendment No. 2716), to strike
the FOIA exemption.

Burr (for Paul) modified amendment No.
2564 (to amendment No. 2716), to prohibit li-
ability immunity to applying to private en-
tities that break user or privacy agreements
with customers.

Feinstein (for Mikulski/Cardin) amend-
ment No. 2557 (to amendment No. 2716), to
provide amounts necessary for accelerated
cybersecurity in response to data breaches.

Feinstein (for Whitehouse/Graham) modi-
fied amendment No. 2626 (to amendment No.
2716), to amend title 18, United States Code,
to protect Americans from cybercrime.

Feinstein (for Wyden) modified amendment
No. 2621 (to amendment No. 2716), to improve
the requirements relating to removal of per-
sonal information from cyber threat indica-
tors before sharing.

SENTENCING REFORM AND CORRECTIONS ACT

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, it is
easy for the public and the press to
focus on the issues that divide us in
Washington, DC, and around the coun-
try. In fact, in Washington, DC, that is
a world-class sport—focusing on divi-
sion, the things that separate us, the
things where we clearly can’t agree, on
occasion—but today I am happy to
highlight an area marked by broad con-
sensus and true bipartisan spirit.

In my time in the Senate I have
learned that neither political party can
get what they want done if they try to
do it alone. The only way things hap-
pen are when consensus is achieved,
and that takes a lot of hard work, a lot
of cooperation, and a lot of collabora-
tion. If your goal is 100 percent of what
you want or nothing, my experience is
you get nothing here.

I know ‘‘compromise’ sometimes is a
dirty word in today’s lexicon. I was
just rereading a quote from Ronald
Reagan, somebody conservatives look
to as an example of the iconic conserv-
ative leader. He was pretty clear that if
he could get 75 to 80 percent of what he
wanted to achieve, he would say: I will
take it, and I will fight about the rest
of it another day.

But the good news is we have found a
way, amidst a lot of the division and
polarization here, to achieve a bipar-
tisan coalition on some important
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criminal justice reforms. Last week I
stood with a bipartisan group and in-
troduced the Sentencing Reform and
Corrections Act of 2015. This has lit-
erally been years in the making, and it
was a proud and consequential moment
for the Senate.

This week we have kept that momen-
tum going. Senator GRASSLEY, chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee, held
a hearing Monday to discuss the new
bill with various stakeholders, and to-
morrow the Judiciary Committee will
vote on sending the bill to the full Sen-
ate for consideration.

This legislation is long overdue and a
major step forward for the country.
Similar to other successful efforts—and
particularly those that inform my ac-
tions in the Senate—I look to experi-
ences in the State and what has been
tried, tested, and found to work and
how it might apply to our job here at
the national level.

Back in 2007, in Austin, legislators
were confronting a big problem. They
had a major budget shortfall, an over-
crowded prison system, and high rates
of recidivism—repeat criminals—or as
one former inmate referred to himself
in Houston the other day at a round-
table I held, he called himself a fre-
quent flier in the criminal justice sys-
tem. I think we all know what he
meant. But instead of building more
prisons and hoping that would some-
how fix the problem, these leaders in
Austin decided to try a different ap-
proach. They scrapped the blueprints
for more prisons, and they went to
work developing reforms to help low-
and medium-risk offenders who were
willing to take the opportunity to turn
around their lives and become produc-
tive members of society.

I think we would have to be pretty
naive to say that every criminal of-
fender who ends up in prison is going to
take advantage of these opportunities.
They will not—not all of them will, but
some of them will. Some of them will
be remorseful. Some of them will see
how they wasted their life, the damage
they have done to their families, in-
cluding their children, and they will
actually look for an opportunity to
turn around their lives after having
made a major mistake and ending up in
our prisons.

In my State, we have a pretty well-
deserved reputation for being tough on
crime. I don’t think anybody questions
that, but we also realize we need to be
smart on crime, and we need to look at
how we achieve the best outcomes for
the taxpayers and for the lives which
can be salvaged and made productive
through their hard work and the oppor-
tunity we have provided to them. We
also realized that even though incar-
ceration does work—I don’t think any-
body can dispute the fact that when
somebody is in prison, they are not
committing crimes in our communities
and across the country—but here is the
rub: One day almost all of them will be
released from prison. The question
then is, Will they be prepared to live a
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